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would give some flexibility there and also create some
administrative problems for the Welfare Department. I
would hope we would vote against this amendment.

PRESIDENT: Are you ready for the question? Senator Fowler.

SENATOR FOWLER: Well if I understood what Senator Dworak
was saying, he was saying that this would allow a woman to
choose her own place of residence. That seems perfectly
alright with me and I don't knew what administrative pro
blems that would create for the Welfare Department to do so.
I was wondering if Senator Dworak could be more specific
as to what is the administrative problem in having a woman
choose her p l a c e o f r e s i d e nc , or have her p l a c e o f r es i 
dence be the p l ac e she 11ves, a s o pposed t o where her
husband 11ves? That seemed a very vague discription of
the prob lem.

SENATOR DWORAK: Is that a question?

S ENATOR FOWLER: Y e s .

SENATOR DWORAK: Well 1f a woman lives in county A and
the husband lives in county B, and the woman could establish
her residency actually where she lives, or she could estab
lish a residency by virtue of where her husband lives, 1t
would be her choice and it would no longer be where she lives.
She lives in A, 1n all probability, I th' nk we should say
that's then where she should establish her residency. I
think we should make it absolute as to g1ve her the option
whether she wants to establish her res1dency where she
actually lives or establ1sh hier residency as a result of
where h er h u s band l i ves .

SENATOR FOWLER: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature,
if I understand Senator Cavanaugh's motion that's exactly
what it does. It says that a womans residence should be
where she lives and not where her husband lives. There
has been cases of husband and wife who are seperated,
the woman is in another county, she's not allowed to
vote in that county becau =- her husband is a res1dent
elsewhere. Her residency is dependent upon her husband.
It seems that the Cavanaugh amendment brings it up so
that wherever a person lives, that's her residency. That
seems to me to be what the Welfare Department would want.

PRESIDENT: S e nato r Cavanaugh.

SENATOR CAVANAUGH: I have a brief closing. Are we t o
c los i ng?

PRESIDENT: Yes, we' re to closing.

SENATOR CAVANAUGH: Alright. Well Senator Fowler explained
it and I don't understand the Welfare Departments problem
at all, unless they don't understand common law. Residency
is where a person lives. Now with women we' ve treated them
different and said that their residency is where their
husband lives. They may not live together for „"ears, as
very often happens, particularly in welfare situations.
This memo would simply say that a womens res1dency is where
she lives. If she doesn't live with her husband she can' t
cia'm her residency with her husband. She has to claim
her residency where she lives. There Just 1sn't any other
reasonable way to treat women, unless you want to treat


